What experience or training did the researcher have? Work on a collaborative qualitative study with similar methodology, plus a few doctoral-level courses in qualitative analysis and methods.
Relationship with participants 6. Relationship established Was a relationship established prior to study commencement? There was an established relationship with clinical leadership at the clinic sites for study buy-in, but not the patient participants. 7. Participant knowledge of the interviewer What did the participants know about the researcher? e.g. personal goals, reasons for doing the researchClinic sites were informed that the project was part of fulfilling a doctoral dissertation. Individual participants were informed of the purpose of the study (per informed consent requirements established by the IRB). 8. Interviewer characteristics What characteristics were reported about the interviewer/facilitator? e.g. Bias, assumptions, reasons and interests in the research topic There is mention of hiring an independent coder to mitigate any bias from the PI's harm reduction experience, but this can be expanded if desired. 
Transcripts returned
Were transcripts returned to participants for comment and/or correction? Transcripts were not returned, but the researcher engaged participants in member-checking immediately following interviews.
Domain 3: analysis and findings

Data analysis
24. Number of data coders How many data coders coded the data? 2 25. Description of the coding tree Did authors provide a description of the coding tree? The coding process is explained -from the development of index codes (driven from the research questions, interview guide, and concept map) to grounded codes that emerged naturally from the data. 26. Derivation of themes Were themes identified in advance or derived from the data? Index codes were identified in advance based on the questions, and additional codes emerged while coding, but themes emerged naturally from the data. 27. Software What software, if applicable, was used to manage the data? AtlasTi 28. Participant checking Did participants provide feedback on the findings? Provider participants gave feedback on the findings when results were reported back to the clinics. Patient participants were not approached a second time, but member-checking was done post-interview, and member-checking of themes was completed with community members that fit the inclusion criteria for the study. The researcher did not have easy access to the patients a second time. 
